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S]'ATE OF CALIFORI'IIA
DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL

COM ¡ViANT} INSPËÐTIOhI PROGRAIVd

INSPECTI.ON CHECKLISÏ
Chapter 11

Collisions, Enforcement, and Services
:::::--
tNSTRUCTtOtrts: Answer indivicjual irems with "Yes" or "No" answers, or fill in the þla*Ì,ltlTlts:"i;.fl,u"1':f,:""0",ji.Îì,jj'ìj1l,tJ¡
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Conìnìand: I Division:

I rìcntral Division
l{unrber:

Evaluated bY:

I iorrtannnt lìamon Giltnofe

Date:

Wøv 27-28,2010
Ass¡sted bY:

Sergeant Matt Drtryry.9t' 999!!!9Lr"pP
Date:

ltÂav 27-28,2010

Lead lnsPectcffi
K Division Level ! Command Level

! Executive Office Level ! Voluntary Self-lnspection

' 
sifture:

/l 4-
{ L. - ..<f,

Date:

ç/pl,*
Follow-up Required:

EYes !No
I Follo,,r"uP lnsPection

!ir-=F l¡çi¡:{,,j
l¡j'e,;94Pi[1{Ì"cs.....l,"ryil'$Pl3.l{ 9;'I#

+-!::-:-

ffigram lorepofts used bY

ll- o L raa2 I Yes fl No D N/A Remarks:

Remarl<s: Traffic complaints, special

construction, and SSP infornration'fi Yes ENo I N/A2. ls any additional infornlatlon useo oy Ine É

pr"páre scheduling, beat priorities, Special

Ênforcemenl Unit (SEU) enforcement, or grani

appllcallons r

,:l N/i1 | Rernarks: 
-lrairring oavs, ciìötincrs' 1Oti ÍornrsI Ootu¡ieruisot'Tr ol ma n aÉ, e nteni'stafl'cot'lvo\'1'tRls

cJata to fiold ofiicers:/

- 
Reduction Plan?

soecific Problems?

I Yes fl No flN/A Remarks: Straiegic Plan.

E Yes fl No I ¡un R"I"rr:

6-qre goals and objeciives measurable?

7. fficlucec ã¡nce the incePtion

of the plan?

l*l Yes l-l No flN/A Remarl(s

tr Yes DNc n Nl¡t Romarl<s:

El Yes XNo fl N/A Remar ks;8. Did road patrol officers assist ln trìe lormulatlorr or

Ll lE uldl l{ò, !- sion

Reduction Plan in briefing or training.days? . - -

X Yes !No ú N/A Remarks:

Yes l-l l{o ú N¡¡r Renlarks:

@d on a regular basis for

-t ^-^-i.^¡i^^^ ^^-l ¡^ô+F' '^linno?

NcD ü rurn Remarks:

fjNo ¡ I'l/A Rsmarks:

ilNo ú N/A Renrarks:

n tto flN/A Remarlis:

cffieÌecl for these events'/ lil ¡to fI N/A ,Remarks: Budget controllecl l¡y D.lvision'

CHP 6t!0)i (Nev/ 0tl-0C) OPI 010
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL

ÇOM l\NAruD ¡ I{SPECTIOI\ FRüGRA.IV¡
INSPËCTION CHËCKLIST
Chapter 11

Collisic¡ns, Enforcement, and Services

Remarks:1@nagers scheduled based
-r!. - -.^r ^^^^i^l ^.,^^+ +imac? I Yes' nNo flN/A

ull I lllll I d'¡vLlvlty drru rPçú

lXl No N N/A Remarks:17. Are rnotorcycle officers scneduled separalely I ñ Yes

Xl Yes [-l No I-I N/A Remarks: One alternate.1B. Are alternate riders availalrle'/
j

ü Yes 8No ! N/A Remarks: Reter to exceptions document'ffiare documents in accordance

with HPfvl 100.9, Enforcement Documents

E Yes ENo ú N/A Remarks:20. Are Area personnel prepaflng uollìslon Keports

in accordance with HPM '110.5, Collision
tr9dUUr

X Yes ENo Dvn Remarks:21. Are hit and run collisions belng adequalely

investiçtated?

,X Yes

X Yes

n.No

fl No

E N/A Rsnrarl<s: Reíer to e¡ceplions documenl22

a,).

Do arrest reports contain enougn evloence Io

n ruln Remarks:

Remarks:ffiPM7o,4,DUl
Enforcement Manual, in regarcJs to Fielcj Sobrlety

Testinq and Chemical Testing?

E Yes ENo [] N/A

E} Yes

E Yes

INo

n ¡lo

Ü N/A

n N/A

*^

Remarks:25. ls the Area's Standard Operallng Hroceoures

-- 28,

Device OuVln Usage Log, in compliance with
r-]Ðl\1,7ñ A2

Relnarks:

Remarks: Per Central Division's Biennial Audit'2Z b thãÃrea h comphalce with l-lPM 100'4, Radar

Soeed Enforcement Manual?
X Yes n ¡lo

T11-'
Rema¡'l<s:

nrnnodrrrpq for DRFs?

[! Yes !No fl N/A

I Yes

I Yes

DNo

El No Remarks: Refer to exceptions document'

n Yes X t'¡o n N/A Renrarks: Refel'toexceptions documen['

32-\e the DRE ti'ainirrg recorcls up to date,

includin g cJecertlficatioÚ-
JJ Does the Area have an SELI?

n Yes ElNo f:lN/A Remarl<s: Reter to exceplions clocunlent'

lX Yes [-l No N N/A Relmarks:

of service as outlined in GO 1O0,+5f-- I Yes fl llo flN/A Rentarks;

cHP 6¡10): ll.lcs,ofl-09) oPl o1Û
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL

CO IVI IV¡ANÐ INISPECT'ION PROG RAM
INSPËCTION CHECKTL!ST
Chapter 11

Collisions, Enforcement, and Seruices

ffiÞ forfemales in need of

assistance?
D Yes El No fl N/A Romarks: Not required bY PolicY

X Yes fl No fl N/A Remarks:36. Do CllP 415, Daily Field Recoro, Ïorms rellect
-^-.,i^^^ ^-^.,1¡^^ r^ .li.nhla¡l mnlnricfq?

il Yes ElNo E N/A Rernarks: Refer to exceptions document37. Are CHP 422, Vehicle ChecK/ ParKlng vvarnlng/

l-lighway Damage Report, used in accordance
.^,ìÍL ^^li^\/ ^^nlninorl in l-lPfri lnn q?

[| \'es DNo il N/A Remarlcs:38. Are vehicles stored, if left on the'lreeway longer

than four hours?

ffimployees annuallY trained in

^^ 
, 

^ñ 
Â A^^¡ial Dalolinnohinc? E Yes El No D N/A Remarks: Refer to exceptions document'

I Yes X l'lo D N/A Remarks: Year encl strategic plan reporl

indicated a 739'o compliance for T/C reports

available within eight days.

40. Are collision reports availaþle wltnln elgnl oays 1

lf not, what percentage are available?

ffi v-es fl No D t'tl¡r Remarl(s;41. Are the headings in collision reports in

comÞliance with HPM 110'5?

cl.lP 6Bl)X f fnes, 0B-09) OPI 010



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHVVAY PATROL

ÇOM nñAN!D lN SPECTIOI'j PROGRÉ"M

EXCEPTIOI\S DOCLJMENT

Divislon:

Central Diviston
Chapter:

Chapte

G more

Command:

Fresno Area

tr

fl

Correciive Action Plan lncluded

Attachnlents lncluded

Total hours exPended on the

inspection:

45

TYPE OF INSPECTION

X Division Level I Command Level

fl Executive Office Level

Follow-up Required:

tor's eonnments ardino I nnovative Practices:

Command Su stions for Statewicie lm ment;

ilrrspecirxË 
'rnongs

The Central Division lnspection South Sector Teanr conducted an inspection per HPl'¡t 2? 1,

Command lnspections Program Vunrul, ðnapter 11, Collisions, Enforcelrìent, and Services The

inspection team arrived in the Fresrlcr ÃtLu on Thursday, \llay 27,2010, and completeci their work on

Friclay, l[ay 28,2010. The following ¡n;õ".tott *orrud îhu óottutponding hours as indicated below:

This inspection was conductecl usirrg the methodology containecl in chapter 11 of H?M22'1'

Collisiotrs:

A random sarnple of 60 inclividual collisions from the review period were selected for assessment' to

determine if the reports ancl investigations were properry formatted and nret the minimurn requirements

Number of Hours

nt D. D. Gilmore, lD 13666

rgeant D. P. TriPP, lD 15520
'15

45
rgeant M. J DrewrY, lD 15798

.l lo ßl¡n¡ /rìor' fl2-Olìl OFI l)10



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTIV1ENT OF CALIFORNIA I.IIGHWAY PATROL

GO M IVIAN D ! NSPECTIO N PROG RA""M

EXCEPTIONS DOCUMENT

Command:

Fresno Area
Division:

Central Division
ChaÞier:

Chapter 1'1

lnspected bY:

Lieutenant D, D, Gilmore

Date:

Mav 27-28,2010

l:::::::9:=:::=- =::====:::==::=:::==::==::===:::=:-=:::::=::=::=:=::=:::::=:
as specifiecj in HpM 110.5, Collision lnvestigation Manual, whether hit and run investigations were

sufficiently investigated, ancl if proper prosecution was sought.

Deplovment ancl Schedulinq:

The curretrt collision reduction plan (Strategic Plan)

complete, fle><ible, and understandable. 
'The curre

command's rnethod for deterrnining staff schedulin

special events, and administraiive coverage based

the beai descriptions and instructions are current a

Ënforcement:

A random sampling of 20 arrest repórts not related to Dul or vehicle theft were reviewed to determine if

the elements of the offenses charged were being esti

beirrg s0ught.

The Area's Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) re

der¡ices and the CllP 202J, Preliminary Alcohol Scr

determine if local policies were in cornpliance with

cletertnine local procedures relating to tlre Drug Re

procedures.

#1g: A ranclom sampting of b0 enforcemeni documents for calendar year 2oog, specifically cHP 21 5's

and cHp 281's, revealed officers oo nãt consistenfly write the insurance policy numLrer or complete the

age box on CHp 215's, as required nV pofÈV containeci in HPM 100.9' CHP 2e:7's were sarTìpled and

found to be c:ompletecl in accordance with policy'

#20,. Arandonr review of 60 collision reports between 2007 and 2009 indicatecl Area personnel had

prepared collision reports in accordance with l-lPM '110'5'

uld have been fixed b)'the author if better

ing hreen submitted for review'



STATE OF CALIFORI'IIA
DEPAR'TMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGI1WAY PATROL

COMI tV¡AlV Ð I N SPEûTION FROG RÉtlVÏ

EXCEPTIOI\S DOCUMENT

Comnlattd:
Fresno Area

Chapter:
Chaoter'l 1

Inspecleci b1':

Lieuienant D. D. Gilmore
Date:
\Aatt 27-28.2010

:3:::'=:i-i::::::= =:=:--==::::::====::=-=:::::==::::::======:::::-:::-::::=::::=

of the reports requesting prosecution of previously u

#22,23', A random sarnpling of 20 felony and misde

revealed all reports contained enough evidence t

narratives of the arrest teports supported tl're cha

found to be thorough and indicated appropriate follo

and CHP 180 vehicle rePorls' The

ings, ancl tlte correct narrative format

vehicle incidents where no CFIP 2'16

was prepared, contained liifle or no narrative information related to the thefts and would not suffice as

stand-alone repofts' 

ng of s0 cFrp 202's for
ea officers follow HPlt/

e exce¡tliotr*q irtciucieci t

quesiions were asl<ed prior to FST's. One report

l\ysiagmus' insteacl of the appropriate term "l-lori

dl'O not include all of the Standardized Field Sobri

However, the additional tests given were authorized b¡r policy, with one excepticn. This exceptton was

one report in which the officer utilized rvroJitiull Position',of Aitention, which is not an approvecl FST'

Area obtains periodic case status reports from the district attorney's office, which tlre court olficer uses

to update the case status in Als, However, flre case siatus t*poit usually only provicles an indication of

whether lre cases were filed or rejected. There is not a consisteni notificatic¡n of convictions; therefore'

rofchargesfiledandfhenurnberofconvictions
iscomparisonwouldbetoquerytheFresnoCoutnt¡l
labor interrsive and would have taken an inordinate

at the vast majority of cases reriiewed were filed by the

district attorney,s office, as determined by weekly case status repotis sent by tl-re district attorney's

office, it was ilre opinion of the lrrspectiori Team that overall, the investigations reviewed were properly

docunrentecj ancl proper prosecutior.ì was being sought'

#27: rlrcinspectiorr team reviewed several cHP 215s on which Tadarwas used as the primary source

of the violation anct the c{p 215's contained appropriate radar information. The central Division

Biennial Audit *u. .or¡rletecl on 1010310g. Addifionally, Area conclucts radar audits on a regular basis'

e FlP nÍloÁ lRr:v fì2-09i OPI 010



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DËPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA FIIGI'I'/VAY PATROL

CO MIV¡AIU D I NSPECTIOIS FROGRAIVI

EXCEPTIONS DOCUIVENT

::::!::::u=-:---=- ::::===-===::=::=:--=:==--=:::====:====:::::--:==:::::::=::==::
#28: Fresno Area files indicate they condulcteci three sobrieq¡ checl<poi'nts in 2009' and one in 2010'

The records for 2008 sobriety checl<points could not be locaied, The cliagrams for the checkpoints

contained the location of all required signage'

#2g: Area did not have a copy of one of the cHp 205 s for the 200Q checl<points, The cHP 205's Area

had on hand were reviewpd ánd were consistent with the operational plans'

#30: The Area DRE program is not currently in com

Association of Chiefs of Police (IACP) and policy co

2O2DRE reports in comparison with DRE certificatio

evaluations, indicated seven formerly certified office

having allowed their certifications to lapse. ln a few

to the last documented DRE evaluation.

Two forr¡er DRE officers in Area chose to de-certify as DREs prior to the lapse of their certifications'

Both officers completed memoranoumi of de-certifìcation as required by deparlmental policy'

#31: Area does not have DRE call out procedures as requirecl by HPM 70'4, page 11'4'

#J2:-Training records for Area DRE ofiicers were noi properly rnaintained within the Employee Training

Record system (EïRS). The list of Area DF{E',s vuithin the auiomatecl database is incomplete' The

nrajority oÎ "last" certifioation dates listecl irl the ETRS for A¡ea DREs are incorrect'

#33: Area has two officers permanenily assigned to focus on comrnerciar vehicle violations atrd two

more officers assigned to handle traric cãmp"iaints and focusecJ enÍorcement in areas that sttpport

strategic Plarr goals.

Services:

For the services portion of this inspeciion, a randorn sampling of 20 indivicluai ofiicers'CHP 4'15's'

Daily Field Record, were reviewed to cletermìne if the amount"of service renderecl is appropriate for tlre

Area. Finally, a rer¡iew of training and SoP regarding special relationships was conducted'

#.jT,,TheArea s SOp does contain local proceclures relating to fhe use of CHP 422's; however'

interviews of Area personnel revealecr inis portion of soP iJ not consistently followed' The upper

portion of the 422,s are not consistently filled out or submitiecl to sutrseqlterrt shifts'

#38: There were 73 storages for 22651(f) VC in 20

180's indicated the storages were appropriate Con

vehicle storages for 22651(f) VC are rare' A feu' of

and time the vehicle was left on the freeway, which

storage.



STÁT= OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGFIWAY PATROL

CO IVI ¡ViAN T !hISPËCTIOI{ PROG RÁNfl

E)(CEPTIONS DOCUMENT

l:2":i:i 9:::-=:=:::==:::===::::-==-==-:::======:::=:::::--::::::===::::::::=::

AMP Program'

#40.. rn 200g, an average of z3 percentof Area coilision reportswere readyforthe publicwithin eight

business daYs or less.

#41., Arandom sampring of ô0 coilision reports from 2007 to 20og was reviewed for compliarrce with

HpM 110.5. The collisions used the uppt-opriute headings as recommended in HPM 110'5'

FINÐINGS R.EQUIRING FÐLLOIIiI-UP:

1. Fielcl personnel are notconsistentlycompleting cHP 215s, Notice to Appear' in accordahcewith

FIPM 100.9, relative to inclusion of the insurance policy number and driver's age'

2. Field personnel are ¡ot consistently completing cHP 180s, Vehicle Repclrt' in accorclance with

FlpM 81.2. When a cHp 1BO isccmpleted foia siclen vehicle and no cl{P 216,

Arrest/lnvestigation Report i, .uÃpråi.dl the cl-lP 180 recovery rrarratives are inst¡fficient'

3. Alih.ugh the A¡-ea has an soi: ior the: oi-lF' 422 pl"oces;s, íielc pers;orirrel aie rrot1'ollowii'rg tne

SOP oi policy as contairred in HPIVi 100'9'

4, Policycontainedinchapterll of l-1PM70.4 requirescommandstoestablishsoPof call out

procedures for DREs, The commancl has no soP specific to DREs'

s. Area should establish a process to ensure ofiicers who have allowed their DRE certifications to

lapse are no longer perlorming evaluatiorls'

6. Training records for Area DRE's need to be updafecì in the ETRS. Area shoUrd ensure "original"

certification clates ar"e accurate and "last" certifrcation dates are current for eacl'r Area DRE' Area- 
t ot use ETRS deficiency reports to ensure employees

current ceriifications. Thâ Area T raining Coordrnato. should

retimelyrlotificationisforwardecitotheAreaDF.ECoordinator
rtification to lapse or has chosen to decertifv'

inciicated that in 2009,73 percent oI collision

rneasure.

Command:
Fresno Area

Division:
Central Division

Chapter:
Chapter 1 1

lnspectecl bY:

Lieutenant D. D Gilmore
Dale:

ItLav 27-28,2010



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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EXCEPTIONS DOCUMËNÏ
Page 6 of6

-:: ::::::-:: -::= :===:=:=:::=::== =--:: = ::::: : :=: 
- 

::: =:: :

Please provicle VoUr corrective action plan irr the form of a memorandum'

Revicwer discussed tlris report with

cqM

lnspecled
Lieuienant D. D, Gilmore

Currencebyconrmãnder(e'g.,finciingrevised,findingsunchanged,

Correciive Action Plan/Timeline

enrploYee

I Concur I Do not concul



DËPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL
GÛMITNAÍ{D iN SPECT IÛN PROGR,AM
Cha¡-rter 11

Collisiorrs, Enforcemer¡t, and Services

Command:
F¡-esno Area

Division:

Central
Area No.:
42tr,

Evaluated Bv: Sct. DeChamola ñ^+^.u3tc.

Assisted By:

Utilize ihe 'Cornments' section to provide details regarding changes in totals oí any virier signiiicant details.
ila'Peicêntaoes .,,

Month ,::l;j":c

lJrrmbe¡- of lnvesiioations fexcludino DUI ancl 10851 55 42 48 +o 49 "40 60 49 43 60 EÀ 68 616
lrlumber clea¡'ed bv arrest 55 Àa 4B j+ö 49 .10 60 49 43 60 54 68 o to \A
i'Junrber filecl bv district attorney (D.4.) 44 q3 5b 43 45 2ç JO 31 AF 24 32 419
hlu mtrer cf conviciions 11 11 6 7 o 12 14 7 E 12 6 I 108 NA NA NA

Nlirmber oÍ DUI arrests 218 208 253 / ót) 248 ,.> 4 247 249 221 187 223 1-7 a 2.678
Nunrber filed bv district attornev (D.4.) 202 197 241 223 239i 2A8 226 õ,c ÀLJ+ 192 1ô8 194 140 2 464 t{A
Nr rnrber of conr¿iciions 118 108 107 :IJ 137 125 139 15ô 124 9ô 122 89 1.414 NA. N-A

Number of vehicles stolen 1tõ 14 /ô 22 14 ôo!o 29 27 to 20 19 22 262

Numbe¡- of vehicles recovered 134 ô8 107 115 88 129 91 122 80 73 'i 05 116 t11ó

Nr¡rnber clearecJ by arrest 12 i) o 14 J tr o 10 I b ö 6 9'1 NA

l.l¡rnrber filed bv districl attornev (D.4.) I J oo 14 2 3 6 4 1 4 1 ô0 Nt^ NA

Itluniber of convictions J 1 3 4 0 0 2 J 4 0 F 0 25 t'lA N,A NA

ents:


